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v. Porter (241 Conn. 57) before admitting testimony of state’s drug recognition
expert; reviewability of claims that trial court abused its discretion in permitting
state’s drug recognition expert to answer hypothetical question posed by state
and that trial court improperly permitted expert to estimate blood alcohol content
equivalent based on person’s use of marijuana in conjunction with alcohol;
plain error.

Szymonik v. Szymonik (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 902
Tedesco v. Agolli . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 291

Foreclosure; claim that trial court improperly found that defendant member of
defendant limited liability company had authority to bind defendant limited
liability company to mortgage at issue; adoption of trial court’s memorandum
of decision as proper statement of facts, issues and applicable law.

Ugalde v. Saint Mary’s Hospital, Inc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Medical malpractice; whether trial court erred in denying request for leave to amend

complaint where request was filed after expiration of statute of limitations for
wrongful death actions; whether trial court improperly dismissed action for lack
of personal jurisdiction where complaint was supported by opinion letter from
health care provider that was legally insufficient under statute (§ 52-190a [a]);
whether trial court abused its discretion in denying motion to reargue denial of
motion to set aside judgment of nonsuit.

White v. Commissioner of Correction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 188
Habeas corpus; claim that petitioner’s right to due process was violated because

guilty plea was not made knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily; claim that
petitioner’s trial counsel provided ineffective assistance by failing to adequately
research and investigate issue of petitioner’s mental state at time of guilty plea
and to bring information to trial court’s attention; claim that medication peti-
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tioner was taking on day of guilty plea substantially impacted petitioner’s ability
to understand plea agreement and proceedings; whether habeas court erred in
failing to find that petitioner’s due process rights were violated; whether petition-
er’s guilty plea canvass was constitutionally sufficient; whether habeas court’s
findings were adequately supported by record; credibility of witnesses; whether
habeas court erred in concluding that trial counsel did not render ineffective
assistance; whether record showed reasonable probability that petitioner would
have chosen to proceed to trial rather than plead guilty if trial counsel had further
investigated petitioner’s mental state or brought it to trial court’s attention.

Zaccaria v. Zaccaria (Memorandum Decision). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 903
Zilkha v. Zilka . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 459

Dissolution of marriage; whether trial court properly denied motion to return certain
escrow funds; claim that trial court disregarded order of this court by failing to
effectuate return of escrow funds; whether trial court erred by not using its
equitable powers to effectuate return of subject funds.


